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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The applicant amended claims 1,12, 20, and 30 in the amendment received on 
2/21/06. . . 

The pending claims are 1-30. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,12, and 20 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant added in claims 1,12, and 20 the limitations of generating a 
browser-specific portion of a display presenting said data to said requester. These 
limitations are addressed in the following rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1,12, and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• "said requester" in 6 th line of claim 1 should be "a requester"; 

• "said requester" in 6 th line of claim 12 should be "a requester 1 '; and 

• "said requester" in 7 th line of claim 20 should be "a requester". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-3, 6-8, 12-16, 20-24, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Miller et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0059728). 

With respect to claim 1, Miller teaches retrieving data from a selected one of a 
plurality of databases in a system in which hypertext requests are issued from a client 
side to a server side (i.e., a user sends hypertext requests via a user interface of a 
standard web browser from a client side to a server side in order to retrieve data from a 
specified database, section 11 on page 1, sections 23, 25, and 27 on page 2, section 29 
on page 3, fig. 1 , and fig. 2). Miller teaches a plurality of browser components on said 
server side, each of which is operable to retrieve data from a corresponding one of said 
databases and to generate a browser-specific portion of a display presenting the data to 
a requester (i.e., translators, fig. 1, sections 13 and 22 on page 2, and sections 33-34 
on page 3, and the translator encodes search results in HTML and creates a number of 
summary statistics and records and corresponding hyperlinks in HTML, section 37 on 
page 3, section 38 on pages 3-4, section 43 on page 4, and sections 50-52 on page 4). 
Milter teaches means for receiving, at a location on said server side that is common to 
said databases, a hypertext request from a requester on said client side specifying data 
contained in one of said database (i.e., the control engine on the server side that is 
common to databases, fig.1, section 12 on pages 1-2, and section 41 on page 4). Miller 
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teaches means responsive to receiving said request for directing said request from said 
common location to the browser component corresponding to said one of said 
databases to permit said browser component to retrieve the data specified in said 
request and generate the browser-specific portion of a display presenting the data to the 
requester (i.e., the control engine forwards the request to the appropriate translators, 
fig.1, section 12 on pages 1-2, and section 41 on page 4). 

With respect to claim 2, Miller teaches said request specifies one of said browser 
components, said means responsive to receiving said request directing said request to 
the browser component specified in said request (i.e., the control engine forwards the 
request to the specified translators, fig.1 , fig. 2, section 11 on page 1, section 12 on 
pages 1-2, sections 23, 25, and 27 on page 2, and section 41 on page 4). 

With respect to claim 3, Miller teaches said means responsive to receiving said 
request generates a common portion of a hypertext reply to said requester (i.e., the 
control engine consolidates results received from the translators and formats the 
consolidated results in HTML, section 32 on page 3 and fig. 3). 

With respect to claim 6, Miller teaches each of said browser components 
generates a browser-specific portion of a hypertext reply to said requester (i.e., the 
translator encodes search results in HTML and creates a number of summary statistics 
and records and corresponding hyperlinks, section 37 on page 3, section 38 on pages 
3-4, and section 43 on page 4). 

With respect to claim 7, Miller teaches each of said browser components has a 
translator component associated therewith, said translator component intermediating 
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between said browser component and said database and generating a request-specific 
portion of said browser-specific portion of said hypertext reply to said requester (i.e., the 
translator has translation capability and encodes result records and corresponding 
hyperlinks in HTML, fig. 1, sections 13 and 22 on page 2, sections 33-34 and 37 on 
page 3, section 38 on pages 3-4, and section 43 on page 4). 

With respect to claim 8, Miller teaches said browser component generates a non- 
request-specific portion of said browser-specific portion of said hypertext reply to said 
requester (i.e., translator encodes a number of summary statistics in HTML, section 37 
on page 3, section 38 on pages 3-4, and section 43 on page 4). 

With respect to claim 28, Miller teaches means for sending a response back to 
said requester from said common location (i.e., the control engine forwards the results 
to the user, fig. 1 , section 32 on page 3, and section 39 on page 4). 

The limitations of claims 12 and 20 are rejected in the analysis of claim 1 above, 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

The limitations of claims 13 and 21 are rejected in the analysis of claim 2 above, 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

The limitations of claims 14 and 22 are rejected in the analysis of claim 6 above, 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

The limitations of claims 15 and 23 are rejected in the analysis of claim 7 above, 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

The limitations of claims 16 and 24 are rejected in the analysis of claim 8 above, 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 
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The limitations of claims 29 and 30 are rejected in the analysis of claim 28 
above, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miller 
et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0059728) in view of Kromann (U.S. Patent No. 
6,766,313). 

With respect to claims 4 and 5, Miller discloses the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above except a header and a footer portion of a common portion. However, 
Kromann discloses constructing a HTML reply including a header, requested 
information, and a footer, wherein the header and the footer may contain any 
information, such as advertisements (lines 15-30 in col. 1, lines 8-27 in col. 2, lines 45- 
60 in col. 5, and lines 13-54 in col. 6) in order to provide additional information that may 
be useful to a user. Therefore, based on Miller in view of Kromann, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
utilize the teaching of Kromann to the system of Miller in order to provide additional 
information that may be useful to a user. 
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8. Claims 9-10, 17-18, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0059728) in view of Houlding 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,735,771). 

With respect to claims 9 and 10, Miller teaches the claimed subject matter as 
discussed above except an interface repository and a database storing naming 
contexts. However, Houlding teaches an interface repository and a database storing 
naming contexts (i.e., CORBA Interface Repository and CORBA Naming Service, fig. 2, 
abstract, lines 29-49 in col. 4, lines 4-18 and 44-67 in col. 5, and lines 1-7 in col. 6) in 
order to provide services provided by objects in the databases to a user. Therefore, 
based on Miller in view of Houlding, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teaching of Houlding to 
the system of Miller in order to provide services provided by objects in the databases to 
a user. 

The limitations of claims 17-18 and 25-26 are rejected in the analysis of claims 9- 
1 0 above, and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

9. Claims 11,19, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0059728) in view of 
Sonderegger (U.S. Patent No. 5,893,118). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Miller teaches the claimed subject matter as discussed 
above except a database storing Java classes. However, Sonderegger teaches a 
database storing Java classes (abstract and lines 16-24 in col. 5) in order to provide 
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services provided by Java objects to a user. Therefore, based on Miller in view of 
Sonderegger, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize the teaching of Sonderegger to the system of 
Miller in order to provide services provided by Java objects to a user. 

The limitations of claims 19 and 27 are rejected in the analysis of claim 1 1 above, 
and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 09/867,818 



Page 9 



Art Unit: 2166 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joon H. Hwang whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4036. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00(M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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